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Phone 

Agency EPNCDPHE 

Purpose of Contact Phone Call to Tracy Hammon and Final Clarifications on Ash Pit 
No Further Accelerated Action Revisions 

Discussion 

The purpose of the RCR is to relay the path forward for finalizing the Ash Pits NFAA 
The path forward is based on a telephone conversation between Mike Anderson and 
Tracy Hammon on 5/19/03 and a discussion with Tim Reher regarding the RAC dated 
511 5/03 

Per the May 13,2003 meeting, additional actions on the Ash Pits NFAA included the 
following 
1 
2 

3 

Add a column in the Ash Pit data tables for total number of samples 
Check whether average Ash Pit results include detection value or % the detection and 
note 
Include surface soil data tables for each Ash Pit 

With respect to the first two actions, review of the ash pits subsurface soil data used to 
create the tables in the NFAA indicates that the data are detections only, i e , the average 
concentrations presented in the table are averages of the detections only Therefore 
default values for non-detects (action item 2) did not come into play for computation of 
the average 
The original data pull to create the filtered data set (1 e , detects only) is not available In 
order to identify the total number of samples and compute averages based on all data 

1 



using default values for non-detects w l l  required a new data pull from SWD This wl l  be 
very time consuming The averages presented in the NFAA currently are conservatively 
high because they do not include non-detects Because of h s ,  and in the interest of a 
timely revision to the NFAA, Tracy agreed that a new SWD data pull is not required, 
however, the table must be footnoted to indicate that the average is for detects only This 
w11 be done Tim wanted to know if the total number of samples would still be included 
in the table regardless of a new data pull This w11 not be done because it requires the 
new SWD data pull to make this revision Tim also requested that the analytical suites for 
subsurface samples be noted in the table so that the reader can determine which analytes 
were not detected This will be done 

With respect to action 3, the data presented in the NFAA for surface soil shows only one 
exceedance of background (arsenic) and this concentration is below the action level To 
prepare surface soil tables for each ash pit requires assigning the data to each ash pit, and 
many of the data points are not on the ash pits per se Given the results indicating no 
adverse impact, Tim agreed that t h s  action need not be taken Tracy agreed as well, 
however, she wanted to know why only arsenic and beryllium were listed in the table, 
and that the table be footnoted wth  the appropriate explanation The explanation is that 
these are the only two metals that exceeded the old RFCA Tier I1 soil ALs Upon further 
reflection on this issue it is proposed that the table be deleted and the text simply state the 
findings as noted above This w11 be considerably less convoluted 

Lastly, a review of the summary tables for the subsurface soil shows there are some low 
level organic detections for IHSS 133 2 This is in error Review of the sampling plan 
indicates samples from boreholes penetrating this IHSS were not analyzed for organics 
[The other summary statistics for this IHSS (and the other IHSSs) have been reviewed 
and are correct] The NFA for the Ash Pits presented in the 2001 HRR indicated some 
other low level orgamc detections for this IHSS, however, upon further review, it was 
discovered that this data was for a borehole located northeast of the IHSS (59894), i e , it 
did not penetrate the Ash Pit This data will not be included in the NFAA so that only 
data for subsurface samples from the Ash Pits per se are summarized 

As a final point, the “ghost” locations for IHSSs 133 2 and 133 4 that are shown on 
Figure 1 are not currently discussed in the text These locations were proposed for NFAA 
in the 2002 HRR Update, and this will be noted in the revised text 
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